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1 . This action is in response to Amendment filed on 12/04/2007. 

2. Claim 1 has been amended. Currently, claims 1-22 are pending. 

Response to Amendment 

3. The formal set of drawings has been received and accepted by Examiner. Therefore, the 
previous objection to drawings has been withdrawn. 

4. Amendment to claim 1 is effective to overcome the 1 12, 2°'* paragraph rejection in the 
previous office action. Therefore, the previous 1 12 rejection has been withdrawn. 

Response to Arguments 

5. Applicant's arguments regarding claim 1 are considered as persuasive. Therefore, the 
prior art rejections to claims 1-12 have been withdrawn. 

6. Applicant's arguments regarding claims 13-22 are moot in light of new grounds of 
rejection. 



Claim Objections 
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7. Claims 1-22 are objected to because of the following informalities: 

Regarding claim 1, language "for. . ." suggesting intended uses, as recited in "a messaging 
service system for..." (line 4) and "a computer system for..." (line 9) should be corrected in order 
to positively recite the functionalities of components in a claimed system. 

Regarding claims 1-12, the recited "system" (line 1) should be changed to "computer- 
implemented system". 

Regarding claims 13-22, the recited "method" (line 1) should be changed to "computer- 
implemented system". 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

8. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 
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9. Claims 1-12 and 21 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 1 recites the limitation "the second systems" in line 4. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Regarding claims 4-7 and 10-12, the use of language "operable to" (claim 4, line 2), 
(claim 5, line 2), (claim 6, line 2), (claim 7, line 2), (claim 10, line 2), (claim 1 1 , line 2), (claim 
12, line 1) make it unclear what Applicant's intended metes and bounds of the claim are, since 
language "operable to" suggest an option that may or may not happen so the claim appears to 
cover anything and everything that does not prohibit actions from occurring. Note that replacing 
"operable to" by "configured to" can overcome this rejection since "configured to" indicates that 
at one point in time, the functionality would have occurred and that the software was set 
up/programmed to execute the steps. 

Claims 2, 3, 8 and 9 are rejected as incorporating the deficiencies of rejected claim 1 
upon which they depend. 

Claim 21 recites the limitation "the test application" in line 3. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

10. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S. C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an applicaUt)n lor patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the cl'lbcts for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

1 1 . Claim 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Couch et al. (US 
Publication No 2003/0126109, effective filing date 01/02/2002). 

As to claim 13, Couch et al. teaches: 

"A method of viewing messages on a messaging service" (see Couch et al . [0033] for 
using table fiinction to access the messaging data), comprising: 

"selecting a host computer implementing the messaging service by inputting a host 
computer identification" (see Couch et al. , [0041] and [0054] for specifying location of the 
queue, i.e. to locate a queue in a network of computers, its host computer must be identified); 

"selecting a queue supported by the messaging by inputting a queue identification" (see 
Couch et al.. [0041] and [0054] to select a specific queue in the host computer including a 
plurality of queues, the specific queue must be identified) 

"reading a message originating from a first test application and directed to a second 
application from the queue by a third application, wherein the message is not directed to the third 
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application and the third application is not a normal receiver of the message" (see Couch et al . 
[0037] and [0057] for displaying a message from the designated message queue to user of a table 
function building application wherein a table function building application is interpreted as a 
third application); 

"displaying full contents of the message using the third application" (see Couch et al . 
[0057]). 

"verifying that the message has a correct message structure, that information in fields of 
the message structure contain correct information, and that a destination of the message is correct 

by reviewing the full contents of the message displayed by the third application" (see Couch et 
al, [0057] and [0004] for displaying message string which allows viewing and verifying as 
disclosed). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



12. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 



13. Claims 13, 14 and 21 (effective filing date 10/14/2003) are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hamilton et al. (US Publication No 2003/0182464, 
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effective filing date 02/15/2002) in view of Couchetal. (US Publication No 2003/0126109, 
effective filing date 01/02/2002). 

As to claim 13, Hamilton et al. teaches: 

"A method of viewing messages on a messaging service" (see Hamilton et al . Abstract), 
comprising: 

"selecting a host computer implementing the messaging service by inputting a host 
computer identification" (see Hamilton et al. . [0076] for assigning IP address to a queue object 
and [0067] for opening the queue by specifying the IP address); 

"selecting a queue supported by the messaging by inputting a queue identification" (see 
Hamilton et al. . [0079] for locating a queue based on queue name and IP address). 

Hamilton et al. fiirther discloses the interaction to the queue which contains message 
originating from a first test application and directed to a second application from the queue by a 
third application, wherein the message is not directed to the third application and the third 
application is not a normal receiver of the message (see Hamilton et al.. [0061] for interacting to 
the queue manager and the message queues by administrative clients (third application), 
producer clients (first test application) and consumer clients (second application)). 

However, Hamilton et al. does not explicitly teach the interaction to the queue by 
administrative clients including reading a message fi-om the queue, nor 

"displaying fiiU contents of the message using the third application"; and 
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"verifying that the message has a correct message structure, that information in fields of 
the message structure contain correct information, and that a destination of the message is correct 
by reviewing the full contents of the message displayed by the third application". 

On the other hand. Couch et al. teaches: 

"reading a message originating from a first test application and directed to a second 
application from the queue by a third application, wherein the message is not directed to the third 
application and the third application is not a normal receiver of the message" (see Couch et al.. 
[0037] and [0057] for displaying a message from the designated message queue to user of a table 
function building application wherein a table fimction building application is interpreted as a 
third application); 

"displaying frill contents of the message using the third application" (see Couch et al . 
[0057]). 

"verifying that the message has a correct message structure, that information in fields of 
the message structure contain correct information, and that a destination of the message is correct 
by reviewing the frill contents of the message displayed by the third application" (see Couch et 
al, [0057] and [0004] for displaying message string which allows viewing and verifying as 
disclosed). 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Couch et al. into Hamilton et al. 's system. A 
person having ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to do so to provide an 
effective and flexible way to manage and control messages in the queue since the frinction of 
reading and displaying messages on a queue provides the administrator with reading access to 
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the electronic message itself not just its properties and header information. In addition, both of 
the references teach features that are directed to analogous art and they are directed to the same 
field of endeavor, such as, messaging system using message queue which is managed by a queue 
manager, messaging functions to manage and access messages from a message queues, and an 
interface which allows access to message queue. This close relation between both of the 
references highly suggests an expectation of success. 

As to claim 14, this claim is rejected based on arguments given above for rejected claim 
13 and is similarly rejected including the following: 
Hamilton et al. and Couch et al. teach: 

"wherein the message includes a plurality of attributes" (see Couch et al. . [0004]). 

As to claim 21, Hamilton et al. teaches: 

"A method of testing an application which generates messaging service message" (see 
Hamilton et al. . [0002]), comprising: 

"running the test application" (see Hamilton et al. . [0002] and [0015] wherein a process is 
a running application); 

"generating a message by the test application directed to a second application" (see 
Hamilton et al. . [0015] for passing messages between processes); 

"posting the message to a queue" (see Hamilton et al. . [0002]); 

"inputting an identification of a host computer system maintaining the queue using a third 
application" (see Hamilton et al.. Fig. 10, item 522 for inputting IP address and name of the 
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queue in a function SetQueueAddress by a local application (i.e., administrative client); also see 
[0075] and [0076]); 

"inputting an identification of the queue using the third application" (see Hamilton et al. . 
[0061] and [0075] -[0076] wherein an administrative client (third appUcation) can used 
administrative to create an message queue object and assign (i.e., input) a unique name (i.e., 
identification) for the queue). 

Hamilton et al. fiirther discloses the interaction to the queue by the third application, 
wherein the message is not directed to the third application and the third application is not a 
normal receiver of the message (see Hamilton et al. , [0061] for interacting to the queue manager 
and the message queues by administrative clients (third application), producer clients (test 
application) and consumer clients (second application)). 

However, Hamilton et al. does not explicitly teach the interaction to the queue by 
administrative clients including destructively reading a message from the queue, nor 

"displaying the read message using the third application"; and 

"verifying that the read message has a correct message structure, that fields of the 
message structure contain correct information, and that a destination of the message is correct to 
verify whether the test application is operating properly". 

On the other hand, Couch et al. teaches: 

"destructively reading a message originating from a first test appUcation and directed to a 
second application from the queue by a third application, wherein the message is not directed to 
the third application and the third application is not a normal receiver of the message" (see 
Couch et al.. [0037] and [0057] for displaying a message from the designated message queue to 
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user of a table function building application wherein a table fiinction building application is 
interpreted as a third application; also see [0032] and [0033] for the disclosure of a programming 
module running on a client computer (e.g., 10a, 10b) which build a table function that can access 
the message data stored in a message queue and destined to another computer system (e.g., 10c)); 

"displaying the read message using the third application" (see Couch et al , [0057]). 

"verifying that the read message has a correct message structure, that fields of the 
message structure contain correct information, and that a destination of the message is correct to 
verify whether the test application is operating properly" (see Couch et al. . [0057] and [0004] for 
displaying message string which allows viewing and verifying as disclosed). 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Couch et al. into Hamilton et al. 's system. A 
person having ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to do so to provide an 
effective and flexible way to manage and control messages in the queue since the function of 
reading and displaying messages on a queue provides the administrator with reading access to 
the electronic message itself not just its properties and header information. In addition, both of 
the references teach features that are directed to analogous art and they are directed to the same 
field of endeavor, such as, messaging system using message queue which is managed by a queue 
manager, messaging functions to manage and access messages from a message queues, and an 
interface which allows access to message queue. This close relation between both of the 
references highly suggests an expectation of success. 
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14. Claims 15-18 and 22 (effective filing date 10/14/2003) is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Hamilton et al. (US Publication No 2003/0182464, effective filing 
date 02/15/2002) in view of Couchetal. (US Publication No 2003/0126109, effective filing date 
01/02/2002), and fiirther in view of Robinson (Publication No US 2003/01 15366, effective filing 
date 12/18/2001). 

As to claim 15, this claim is rejected based on arguments given above for rejected claim 
14, and are similarly rejected including the following: 

Hamilton et al. and Couch et al. do not teach "wherein the queue is on a java messaging 
service message server". 

Robinson teaches "wherein the queue is on a java messaging service message server" 
(see Robinson . [0015]). 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Robinson into Hamilton et al. (as modified by 
Couch et al.V s system. Skilled artisan would have been motivated to do so to implementing a 
queue on a java messaging service message server to provide an effective way to asynchronously 
deliver messages because java messaging service message server is an asynchronous messaging 
server. 

As to claim 16, this claim is rejected based on arguments given above for rejected claim 
13 and is similarly rejected including the following: 
Hamilton et al. and Couch et al. do not teach: 



Application/Control Number: 10/685,000 Page 13 

Art Unit: 2163 

"selecting a profile identifying ttie tiost computer and having information to connect to 
the host computer, the profile further identifying the queue"; 
"logging on the host computer using the profile"; and 
"connecting to the queue using the profile". 

Robinson teaches: 

"selecting a profile of the host computer having the host computer identification to 
connect to the host computer, the profile further having the queue identification" (see Robinson . 
[0017]-[0019] and [0029] wherein connection factory encapsulating connection configuration 
information is equivalent to Applicant 's "profile"); 

"logging to the host computer using the profile" (see Robinson . [0017]-[0019] wherein 
open communication channel between an application and the messaging system is equivalent to 
logging as illustrated in Applicant 's claim language); and 

"connecting to the queue using the profile" (see Robinson , [0017]-[0019] wherein 
connection factory is equivalent to Applicant 's "profile" and the disclosure of using the 
connection factory to create a connection to a queue is equivalent to Apphcant 's claim 
language). 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Robinson into Hamilton et al. (as modified by 
Couch et al.) 's system. Skilled artisan would have been motivated to do so since using profile to 
connect and log in the computer system and its resources (such as queues) provides effective and 
efficient way to access to the systems and resource as well as allows better control over resource 
accesses. 
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As to claim 17, this claim is rejected based on arguments given above for rejected claim 

16 and is similarly rejected including the following: 

Hamilton et al. . Couch et al. and Robinson teach: 

"selecting a consume control determining whether to consume the messages after the 
message is read" (see Couch et al. . [0048] wherein READ or RECEIVE are example of consume 
control); and 

"consuming the message when the consume control has been selected to consume the 
message" (see Couch et al.. [0033] and [0048]). 

As to claim 18, this claim is rejected based on arguments given above for rejected claim 

17 and is similarly rejected including the following: 

Hamilton et al . Couch et al. and Robinson teach: 

"displaying attribute headings including indicia identifying attributes of the message" 
(see Couch et al.. [0070] and [0004]); 

"displaying each of the attributes of the message adjacent one of the associated attribute 
headings" (see Couch et al. . [0070]). 

As to claim 22, this claim is rejected based on arguments given above for rejected claim 
21 and is similarly rejected including the following: 
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Hamilton et al. and Couch et al. teach "wherein one of the fields of the message structure 
is an attribute field, and wherein displaying the read message includes displaying attributes of the 
attribute field" (see Couch et al. . [0004] and [0070]). 

However, Hamilton et al. and Couch et al. do not teach "wherein the queue is supported 
by a Java messaging service". 

On the other hand, Robinson teaches "wherein the queue is supported by a Java 
messaging service" (see Robinson . [0003], [0014] and [0015]). 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Robinson into Hamilton et al. (as modified by 
Couch et al.V s system. Skilled artisan would have been motivated to do so to provide a 
convenient and flexible way to asynchronously deliver messages because Java messaging service 
is an asynchronous messaging system. 

15. Claims 19 and 20 (effective filing date 10/14/2003) is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Hamilton et al. (US Publication No 2003/0182464, effective filing date 
02/15/2002) in view of Couchetal. (US Publication No 2003/0126109, effective filing date 
01/02/2002), and further in view of Robinson (Publication No US 2003/01 15366, effective filing 
date 12/18/2001), and fiirther in view of Landfield et al. (US Patent No 5,928,333, Patent date 
07/27/1999). 
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As to claim 19, Hamilton et al. . Couch et al. and Robinson teach all the limitations as 
recited in claim 18. However, Hamilton et al. . Couch et al. and Robinson do not teach: 
"displaying a portion of a properties attribute of the message"; 
"selecting the properties attribute"; and 

"displaying the properties attribute in a viewer operable to view an entire text of the 
properties attribute of the message". 

On the other hand, Landfield et al. teaches: 

"displaying a portion of a properties attribute of the message" (see Landfield et al. . Fig. 
3 A wherein displayed information related to each message represents a portion of header of the 
message wherein header of the message is equivalent to Applicant 's "properties attribute"; 

"selecting the properties attribute" (see Landfield et al . [column 7, lines 3-10] for 
selecting headers button); and 

"displaying the properties attribute in a viewer operable to view an entire text of the 
properties attribute of the message" (see Landfield et al. . [column 7, lines 3-10] wherein header 
information represents an entire text of the header of the message wherein header of the message 
is equivalent to Applicant 's "properties attribute"). 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Landfield et al. into Hamilton et al. 's system 
(as modified by Couch et al. and Robinson) . A person having ordinary skill in the art would 
have been motivated to do so to provide an effective way to display messages on a queue. In 
addition, both of the references teach features that are directed to analogous art and they are 
directed to the same field of endeavor, such as, messaging system using message queue which is 
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managed by a queue manager, messaging functions to manage and access messages from a 
message queues. This close relation between both of the references highly suggests an 
expectation of success. 

As to claim 20, Hamilton et al. . Couch et al. and Robinson teach all the limitations as 
recited in claim 18. However, Hamilton et al. . Couch et al. and Robinson do not teach: 
"searching the message read from the queue for a string of text"; 
"identifying the message having text matching the string text". 
On the other hand, Landfield et al. teaches: 

"searching the message read from the queue for a string of text" (see Landfield et al . 
[column 7, lines 34-45]); and 

"identifying the message having text matching the string text" (see Landfield et al . 
[column 7, lines 40-45]). 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Landfield et al. into Hamilton et al. 's system 
(as modified by Couch et al. and Robinson). A person having ordinary skill in the art would 
have been motivated to do so to provide an effective way to manage and search messages on a 
queue. In addition, both of the references teach features that are directed to analogous art and 
they are directed to the same field of endeavor, such as, messaging system using message queue 
which is managed by a queue manager, messaging fimctions to manage and access messages 
from a message queues. This close relation between both of the references highly suggests an 
expectation of success. 



Application/Control Number: 10/685,000 
Art Unit: 2163 



Page 18 



Allowable Subject Matter 

1 6 . Claims 1-12 would be allowable if rewritten or amended to overcome the rej ection(s) 
under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, 2nd paragraph and claim objections, set forth in this Office action. 
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Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Phuong-Thao Cao whose telephone number is (571)272-2735. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30 AM - 5:00 PM (Men - Fri). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Charles Rones can be reached on (571) 272-4085. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Hung T Vy/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2163 

Phuong-Thao Cao, Examiner 
Art Unit 2 164 
July 10, 2008 
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